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Washington DC 20554

Re:  In the Matter of Broadcast Localism (MB Docket No. 04-233)
Report on Broadcast Localism and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Dear Ms. Desai:

It has been brought to my attention that the FCC recently issued a Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking on broadcast localism. From what I understand, this proposal is intended to
“ensure that broadcasters are appropriately addressing the needs of their local
communities.” Genesys Health Foundation views WJIRT as the best possible example of
providing support to our community in $0 many ways that additional federal regulation
would be unnecessary.

The ongoing support of WIRT is very important to Genesys Health Foundation’s success
in Genesys Health System’s mission to improve the health of our community. For many
years, WJRT has donated on-air time through in-kind promotions and off-air time
through staff membership on committees, attending meetings and working the events.

Genesys Health Foundation and WIRT have had a long-standing partnership in
improving the health of our community. In my view, WIRT has proven its strong
commitment to serving the needs of our community.

Regards,

Bdt 7%,

Nicholas T. Evans, System Vice President & CDO
Genesys Health Foundation
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Re: In the Matter of Broadcast Localism { MB Docket No 04-233)
Report on Broadcast Localism and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Dear Chairman Martin and Commissioners Copps, Adelstein, Tate, and McDowell:

We are writing today with great interest in regard to the FCC recently issued a Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking .on broadcast localism. From what I understand, this proceeding is
intended to “ensure that broadcasters are appropriately addressing the needs of their local
Communities.” We wanted to be one of the first to tell you that, in our view and in the
view of Partners In Education, a not for profit educational advocacy organization in

Toledo, Ohio, we strongly support WTVG and their outreach and the service it provides
this community.

In addition to working with Partners In Education as a key sponsor to our organization,
we could not survive without the critical support that WTVG provides.

Partners In Education has worked with WTVG on a number of public service
announcements that have significantly raised local awareness of the issues on which this
organization works so hard. WTVG has produced and aired several stories as part of

their coverage of local and community new and events that have raised the profile on the
issues of education, mentoring, and community advocacy.

Some of the issues that WTVG have covered include:

Principal and Teacher For a Day opportunities
Faculty In the Workplace

Principal & Business Mentoring Programs
Odyssey High School Program

One-on- One Tutoring opportunities

www.partnerstoledo.org 1




All of these programs impact positively the community involvement in the area public
schools, while informing and educating the viewing audience on impact results with each
program.

It is due to the first hand experiences, and our long term relationship with WTVG, that
we feel that this community is well-served by WTVG. We see no further need for new
national regulations that would create additional oversight.

Sincerely, @ .
=lh P O W/

Mark Rasmus Fileen M. Kemer
President Executive Director

cc: Michelle Casey
Rick Chessen
Rudy Brioche
Amy Blankenship
Cristina Pauze
Monica Desai
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Washington DC 20554

Re: in the Matter of Broadcast Localism (MB Docket No. 04-233)
Report on Broadcast Localism and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Dear Chairman Martin and Commissioners Copps, Adelstein, Tate, and McDowell:

it has recertly come to our attention that the FCC issued a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking on broadcast
localism. Our understanding is this proceeding is intended to ensure that broadcasters are appropriately addressing the
needs of their local communities. We wanted to inform you that WTVG has supported the American Red Cross Western
Lake Erie Blood Services Region, in the following ways.

The American Red Cross Blood Services Western Lake Eiie Region (WLER) has worked with WTVG for the past
12 years for the 13ahbc All-American Blood Drive. WTVG has provided the WLER with a number of public service
announzements for the blood drive that have significantiy raised local awareness of the constant need for blood. The
WLER serves patients in 23 local hospitals in an 11 county region.

WTVG also has produced and aired several stories as part of their coverage of local and community news and
events. These stories have raised the profile on the importance of denating biood and the patients in hospitats that are
impacted from volunteer blood doners.

Moreover, the on-air time devoted to the American Red Cross has helped raise community awareness of cur
issues and our organization. WTVG's role — including both on-air and off-air time — has been and is critical to our blood
collection efforts and to getting our message out to the community-at-large.

Sincerely,

Ui onchl!

Annie Marckel
Senior Communications Specialist

Cc: Michelle Carey
Rick Chessen
Rudy Brioche
Amy Blankenship
Cristina Pauze
Monica Desai
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Federal Communications Commission
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Washington DC 20554

Re:  In the Matter of Broadcast Localism (MB Docket No. 04-233)
Report on Broadcast Localism and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Dear Chairman Martin and Commissioners Copps, Adelstein, Tate, and McDowell:

I noted with great interest that the FCC recently issued a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
on broadcast localism. From what I understand, this proceeding is intended to “‘ensure that
broadcasters are appropriately addressing the needs of their local communities.” 1 wanted to be
one of the first to tell you that, in my view and in the view of my organization, WTVG already
serves our community in any nuraber of ways that makes any additional federal regulation
UNNecessary.

We have worked with WTVG for the last 14 years as our Jingle Bell Run Media Sponsor.
They air public service announcements that have significantly raised local awareness of the
issues on which my organization works so hard. WTVG also has produced and aired several
stories about local people whose lives are affected by arthritis. These stories are always heartfelt
and help us spread the word in ways we simply couldn’t do without such media support. With
our budget, we do not have the funds to pay for the services the WTVG provides and our entire
board is supportive and appreciative of the work WTVG does for our foundation.

Jingle Bell Run is our largest annual fundraiser and without their coverage of our local
events we would not be able to raise the much needed monies that support our programs. 1 know
that WTVG has raised the profile on the issues on which my organization works. After any of
the interviews they have done on our behalf, we receive anywhere from a 30 — 50% increase in
website hits and phone calls.

[ want to assure you that WTVG’s role — including both on-air and off-air time — is
critical both to our fundraising efforts and to getting our message out to the community-at-large.

arthritis.org
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It is because of my first-hand experience with such a long-standing partnership that I am
curious as to why the FCC deems it necessary to issue additional regulations. In my view, our
community already is well-served by WTVG and no national regulation could create the kind of
great local partnership that we already enjoy.

Sincerely,

Cherie Chatreau-Grifo
Executive Director

Cc: Michelle Carey
Rick Chessen
Rudy Brioche
Amy Blankenship
Cristina Pauze
Monica Desai

arthritis.org



RECEVED & INSPECTED

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking AP
MB Docket No. 04-233 R 11 2008

FCCMRILROOM

Any new FCC ruies, policies or procedures must not viclate First Amendment righis. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed |1
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

{h The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do nat share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even ioss of license for choosing to follow their own
constiences, rather than allowing incorapatible viewpaints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a refigious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must net turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiousty objects o the message. The First Amendrment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properiy dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporiing on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themsetves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true fo their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentiaily ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further resfricting main siudio location chioices.

Raising costs with these proposais would force service cutbacks — and curtsiled service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt ruies, procedures or policies discussed above.
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RECEIVED & INSPECTED

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
ME Docket No. 04-233

APR 1 1 2008

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rlilemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. FCC-MAILROOM

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not viclate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peopie who do not share their vaiues. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share thelr
values could face increased harassment, compiaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciencas, rather than allowing incormpatible viewnoints to shape their programming. The Flcst
Amendment prohibits government, inciuding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals 1o force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrutie on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of cerfgin classes of applicants by the Commissioners themseives would amount fo coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity fiowing is often a chailenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a} by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public intetest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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RECEIVED & INSPECTED

Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

APR 1 1 2008

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
‘NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. FCC
A -MAILROOM

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(h The FCC must not force radio stations, especially refigious broadcasters, to take advics from
people who do not share their vaiues. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, compiaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpaoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster

constientiousty cbjetts to the message. The First Amendrment forbids Imposition of message defivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals o force reporing on such things as who produced whist programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
altomatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themsetves would amourt fo coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes fo further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio focation choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed %nﬂéthe
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Dacket No, 04-233. ~MAJL ROO M
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

1)) The FCC must hot force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
cansclences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints @ broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiousty objects 1o the message. The First Amendment forbids irmposition of message defivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of speciﬁc editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals 1o force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be

automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal

review of certain dasses of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amourt to coercion of

* religious broadeasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
comrespond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secuiar
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station ts on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio iocation choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest,

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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RECEIVED & INSPECTED

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No, 04-233

APR 1 1 2008
| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed|Rulemaking (the
‘NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. FCC-MAILROOM

Any new FCC rules, policies ar procedures must not viclate First Amendment rights. A nurmber ol
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especiaily religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peopte who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals wouid impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompadible viewpatnts to shane their programming. The First
Amendment prohiblts governmenrt, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

cunstiertiously objects to the message. The First Amendment foroids imposition of message defivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is hot properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposais to force reporiing on sueh things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionatly-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicarts by the Cormmissioners themsetves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller markst broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: {a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices,
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Recipient of the
1999, 2000, and
2001 Annie E,
Casey Leadership
Award.

Main Office
One Stranahan Square
Suite 252
Toledo, OH 43604
419-243-4600
1-888-393-2767
Fax 419-243-2402
bbbsnwo@juno.com

Fulton County Office
602 S. Shoop Ave,
PO Box 187
Wauseon, OH 43567
419-337-9208
Fax 419-337-9287
bbbstutton@wenet.com

Williams County Office
228 5. Main 5t
Bryan, OH 43506
419-636-1092
Fax 419-636-1070
bbbswilliams@roadrunner.com

Woed County Office
1616 E. Wooster S1.
Bowling Green, OH 43402
419-354-2113
Fax 419-352-9679
bbbsnwo@wcenet.org

Ottawa County Office
1854 E_ Perry St.
Port Clinton, OH 43452
419-734-1959
Fax 419-734-4841
bbbsnwo@wcnet.org

Little
Moments.
Big Magic.

Community Partner

Big Brothers Big Sisters
of Northwestern Ohio
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February 7, 2008
APR 11 2008
Chairman Kevin Martin Federal Communications Commission
Commissioner Michael Copps Office of the Secretary

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Commissioner Deborah Tate
Commissioner Robert McDowell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street, S.W.
Washington DC 20554

Re:  In the Matter of Broadcast Localism (MB Docket No. 04-233)
Report on Broadcast Localism and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Dear Chairman Martin and Commissioners Copps, Adelstein, Tate, and
McDowell:

I noted with great interest that the FCC recently issued a Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking on broadcast localism. From what I understand,
this proceeding is intended to “ensure that broadcasters are appropriately
addressing the needs of their local communities.” 1 wanted to be one of
the first to tell you that, in my view and in the view of my organization,
WTVG already serves our community in any number of ways that makes
any additional federal regulation unnecessary.

To put it simply, my orgamzation, Big Brothers and Big Sisters, could not
survive without the critical support that WITVG provides. Our Local
fundraising activities provide a significant portion of our annual operating
budget and are essential to sustaining the agency and efforts to fulfill our
mission. Big Brothers Big Sisters mission is to help children reach their
potential through professional supported, one-to-one relationships.
WTVG’s support of and participation in our fundraising events is a critical
component to our success, both past and future. Moreover, the on-air time
devoted to our fundraising events has helped raise community awareness
of the issue that children need positive role models. | want to assure you
that WTVG’s role - including both on-air and off-air time — is critical both
to ouwr fundraising efforts and to getting our message out to the
community-at-large. I have been the CEO of Big Brothers and Big Sisters
for 12 years. During my tenure here, each and every time we have asked
WTVG for their help and support for one of our events, they have never
hesitated to assist us.

No.of Copiesrecd __ {J/
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It is because of my first-hand experience with such a long-standing
partnership that 1 am curious as to why the FCC deems it necessary to
issue additional regulations. In my view, our community already is well-
served by WTVG and no national regulation could create the kind of great
local partnership that we already enjoy.

Sincerely,

Barbie Harni
Chief Executive Officer

Cc:  Michelle Carey
Rick Chessen
Rudy Brioche
Amy Blankenship
Cristina Pauze
Monica Desai



March of Dimes Foundation

Northwest Chio Division

February 12, 2008 3450 West Central Avenue, Suite 352
Toledo, OH 43404
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Chairman Kevin Martin ‘ : Fax: (419) 534-3604
Commissioner Michael Copps : -
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein ' marchotdimas.com/ohio

Commissioner Deborah Tate
Commissioner Robert McDowell

FILED/ACCEPTED
Federal Communications Commission ' C
445 12" Street, S.W. | APR 1 1 2008

Washington DC 20554 . ‘
Federal Communications Commissicn

Office of the Secretar
Re: In the Matter of Broadcast Localism (MB Docket No. 04-233) Bereiary

Report on Broadcast Localism and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
Dear Chairman Martin and Commissioners Copps, Adelstein, Tate, and McDowell:

I noted with great interest that the FCC recently issued a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking on
broadcast localism. From what I understand, this proceeding is intended to “ensure that broadcasters are
appropriately addressing the needs of their local communities.” 1 wanted to be one of the first to tell you
that, in my view and in the view of my organization, WTVG already serves our community in any number
of ways that makes any additional federal regulation unnecessary.

We have worked with WTVG on a number of public service announcements that have
51gn1ﬁcantly raised local awareness to help spread our message of improving the health of babies by
preventing birth defects, premature birth and infant mortality, the issues on which my organization works
so hard. WTVG also has produced and aired several stories as part of their coverage of local and
community news and events that have raised the profile on March for Babies (formerly known as
WalkAmenca) and the Slgnature Chefs Auction, For the past several years, WTVG has been our media
sponsor for both March for Babies and Signature Chefs. Anchor Susan Ross Wells and WTVG, have not

only produced our public service announcements, but they have provided live coverage on event day and
post-event coverage.

1t is because of my first-hand experience with such a long-standing partnership that T am curious
as to why the FCC deems it necessary to issue additional regulations. In my view, our community already

is well-served by WTVG and no national regulation could create the kind of great local partnership that we
already enjoy.

Sincerely,

Jodi L. Heisler
Executive Director, March of Dimes
Northwest Qhio Division

Cc: Michelle Carey
Rick Chessen
Rudy Brioche
Amy Blankenship
Cristina Pauze
Monica Desai

march@ofdlmes
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March 20, 2008 FILED/ACCEPTED
Chairman Kevin Martin APR 11 2008
Commissioner Michael Copps Federal Communications Commission
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein Office of the Secratary

Commissioner Deborah Tate
Commissioner Robert McDowell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street, S.W.
Washington DC 20554

Re:  In the Matter of Broadcast Localism (MB Docket No. 04-233)
Report on Broadcast Localism and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Dear Chairman Martin and Commissioners Copps, Adelstein, Tate, and McDowell:

[t has come to my attention that the FCC recently issued a Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking on broadcast localism. From what I understand, this proceeding is intended
to “ensure that broadcasters are appropriately addressing the needs of their local
communities.” [ wanted to tell you that, in my view and in the view of my organization,
WTVG currently serves our community in a number of ways that benefit our community.

We have worked with WTVG on any number of public service announcements
that have significantly raised local awareness of the issues on which my organization
works so hard. Their contributions to assist in promoting our Youth “Walk of Fame™ —
an awards ceremony which recognizes youth 1n grades K through 12 for their outstanding
works in the areas of service to others, personal courage, social enterprise and sharing
talents - has been beneficial to both us as an organization as well as the community.
WTVG has placed a banner ad on their website, offered to promote the Walk of Fame on
air, and volunteered a member of their staff to be on the review committee for
neminations as well as an on-air personality to be the Master of Ceremonies for our
Awards Banquet. WTVG was also the presenting media sponsor for our 1™
Anniversary Gala in October of 2006. In calendar year 2007, we received more than
900,000 media hits from WTVG alone, more than the other three TV stations combined
during that time period.




WTVG also has produced and aired several stories as part of their coverage of
local and community news and events that have raised the profile on the issues on which
my organization works. These stories include covering press conferences relating to
community issues such as youth substance abuse rates, state and local policy advocacy
and acknowledging awards that Lucas County Community Prevention Partnership has
received from various national agencies.

In the non-profit world, we are very familiar with the benefits of reporting our
outcomes by community. The intent of additional regulations is to encourage and foster
better relationships between all of the media outlets and their respective communities.
However, if further regulations become an undue stress on our community partners, the
regulations can be viewed as & benchmark, and encourage the minimum required by law
instead of true collaboration.

We are extremely grateful for all of the hard work and assistance we receive from
WTVG every year and hope that looking into further regulations are a means of fusiering
even more beneficial relationships between the media and the community in which they
Serve.

SN
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Chief Executive Officer
Lucas County Community Prevention Partnership

Cc:  Michelle Carey
Rick Chessen
Rudy Brioche
Amy Blankenship
Cristina Pauze
Monica Desai
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking Peders) Compwn:cations COMMmisSion

MB Docket No. 04-233 Olice of o Secsvtary

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the

‘NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposais discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{1} The FCC must not force radio stations, espetially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconsiitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompsatible viewpoints to shape their prograraming. The Ficst
Amendment prohibifs government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2} The FCC rust not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendmert forbids imposition of message defivery
mandates on any religion.

(3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not property dictated by any government agency — and
proposals 1o force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees wouid be
automaticaily barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of ceriain ciasses of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coettion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspend to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller markst secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is offen a chalfenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main studio focation choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt ruies, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking RECEIVED & INSPECTED
M3 Docket No. 04-233

f submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposgd hulAwPaQ:nb (11320[]8
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, palicies or proceduras must not violale First An"cndment ﬁGGMLBOOM

proposals discussed in the NPRiM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially refligious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment. complainis and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rathar than allowing incompatible viewpointsgto shape their programing. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2} The FCC must not turn every radio siation into a public forum wheie anyone and everyone has
rights to air time,  Proposed public access requirements would do so — even it a religious broadcaster

conscientiousty D‘f‘)jecls o the ressage. The First Amendrment forbids Imposition of messagg delivery
mandates on any rehgmn

(%) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency —and
proposais to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would irtrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would ba
aufomatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory spéecial rengwal
review of centain Classes of applicants by the Commisstoners thernselves would amount 1o coercion of
religious broadeasters. Those who stay frue to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on fight budgets, as do many smalier market secular
5 stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, ihe Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs In fwo ways: {a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, {b) by further resiricling main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary io the
public Intecest,

We urge the FCC not to adopt rutes, procedures or policies.discussed above.
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| submit the following commerts in response to the Localism Notice of Prop sttPeLe |
*“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. 'Mﬁrﬁ-ﬁbOM

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not viclate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
pecple who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose stich
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consclences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects 1o the message. The First Amendment forpids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any reiigion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals 1o force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselives would amount 1o coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true 1o their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their belisfs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a chalienge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: {a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio iocation choices.

Raising costs with these proposals wouid force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public intarest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Propased Rulemaking

MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following commerits in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed
“NPRM™, released Jan, 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so ~ and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM' s proposed advisory board proposals wouild impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
congclences, rather than aliowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoaints a broadcaster,

particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so —~ even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message defvery

mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals o force reporiing on suth things as who produced what programs would intrude on

constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automnatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themsetves would arnount 1o coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Ctvistian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smailer market secular
stations. Keeping the efectricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (&) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further reslricting main studio iocation choices.
Raising costs with these proposais would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the

public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following commerts in response to the Localism Notice of Proposedlm RnﬁM §

“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not viciate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

4}] The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their pragramming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, inciuding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

@ The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientipusly objects 1o Ine message. The First Amendment foroids Impostiion of message defivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of appliicants by the Commissioners themsetves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Chrigtian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a chalienge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smailer market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the airr and, (b} by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of ProposM{hﬂOOM
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, poficies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and musi not be adopted,

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especiaily religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing inconpatible viewpaints 1o shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public acciess requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscieniousty ohjects to the message. The First Amendment forpids imposhion of message defvery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, ts not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposatls io force reporting on such things as who produced wnat programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automaticaily barred from routine renewat application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of apphicants by the Commissioners themsetves would amount 1o coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Chrigtian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I'submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propds Fe(B (st (B3 |
"NPRM’), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. RO

b 2 -

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even [oss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their pragramming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoinis a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2 The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public actess requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects o the message. The First Amendrment forbids imposition of message detivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals o force reporiing on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of ceriain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smailer market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: {a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Locaiism Notice of Propo j
“NPRM'), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. %@m%fﬁOOM

Any new FCC ruies, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, wouid do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and gven loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incorpatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even I a religious broadcaster

conscieniousty objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message detivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially relfigious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals fo force reporting on such things as who produted what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain Classes of applicants by the Commissioners themsetves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and presenit only the messages they
correspend to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further resiricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curailed service is contrary to the
public intetest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment righis. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

I'submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propo
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share thelr values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutionat mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don'’t share their
values could face increased harassment. complainis and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incorpatible viewpoints to shape their programiming. The Ficst
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpaoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyoneg and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously ohjects 1o the message. The First Amendment fortids imposition of rmessage delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-maldng information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would irtrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices. ‘

(4} The FCC must not establish a two-tieréd renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review Df certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themsetves would amount 1o coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspend to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stattons. Keeping the eiectricity flowing is often a challenge.  Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantiafly raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further resiricting main studio fecation chuoices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary 1o the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,
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